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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on tfie cover sheet' with, the correspondence address •- 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11.453 0.G.213. 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) [X] Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) EH Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) O Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) O interview Summary (PTO-4 13) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) EH Notice of Informal Patent Application 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No. /Mail Date 2008021 1 



Application/Control Number: 09/668,1 10 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2141 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This is in response to communication filed on 1/24/08 in which claims 1-17, 1.9-2 1 , 23-28 
are pending. 

2. The 1.31 affidavit filed on 10/01/07 under 37 CFR 1.131 is sufficient to overcome 
Kredo et al and Nashed references. 

Response to Arguments 

3. . Applicant's arguments filed have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
As, per claim 1, Applicant argues that the triggering event of in Scherr is only indicative of the 
passage of minutes not "indicative of the existence of an obsolete portion of web page. 
However, Scherr clearly teaches wherein the cache management system. could be configured to 
pre-fetch web pages from the requested site each time and internal user logs on and those pages 
are not already in cache storage (See col. 6, lines 5-42). 

As per claim 3, Applicant argues that Scherr does not teach a script. However. Scherr 
clearly teaches wherein the monitor used for cache management could response to messages 
transmitted to it by a program or script (See col. 7. lines 16-19). 

As per claim 5, Applicant argues that Scherr fails to teach wherein the triggering events 
involve detecting the receipt of an updated portion of said web page. However, Scherr clearly 
teaches wherein updates would be sent to a local site by the service provider as they occur (See 
col. 11, lines 53-56). 
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As per claim 8, Applicant argues that Scherr. fails to teach establishing communication 
with an origin server and causing said particular cache server to request said update therefrom. 
However, Scherr teaches wherein service providers could offer supplying the mirror files as one 
of their services (See col. 1 1 5 lines 52-56). 

As per claim 9, Applicant argues that Scherr fails to teach wherein the cache memory is 
relative to the origin server. However, Scherr clearly teaches wherein the cache management 
system includes a single storage unit (See col. 5, lines 17-19). Furthermore, Scherr teaches 
wherein the cache management storage is can be attached to the content provider, the user station 
or a local site (See figure la). 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U'.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (I) an application for patent, published under section I 22(b). by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 I (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

i 

5. Claims 1 -5, 8-1 6, 1 9-23 and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,799248 to Scherr. 

a. As per claims 1 and 19, Scherr et al teaches a method for enabling the generation of an 
updated web-page for storage in one of a plurality of cache servers said method comprising: 
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implementing programmable rule executing on each of the plurality of cache servers (See col. 5, 
lines 1-2, cache management being installed at various sites on network), each programmable 
rule defining a triggering event associated with its corresponding cache server (See col. 5. lines 
49-65 and col. 6, lines 1-42) the occurrence of the triggering event being indicative of the 
existence of an obsolete portion of said web-page stored in said corresponding cache server (See 
col. 5, lines 49-65 and col. 6,lines 1-42, cache management system can be configured to use 
either a page cache management, data usage frequency, page usage or data usage pattern, time 
frequency method) ; detecting an occurrence of a triggering event at a particular cache server 
selected from the plurality of cache servers; in response to the occurrence of said triggering 
event, causing said particular cache server to request an update o! ? a corresponding obsolete 
portion; and receiving an updated portion of said web-page for storage at said particular cache 
server (See col. 5, lines 49-65 and col. 6, lines 1 -42). 

b. As per claim 13, Scherr et al teaches a web-serving system comprising: a plurality cache 
servers having a corresponding cache memory and a cache manager in communication with said 
corresponding cache memory for controlling said content of said corresponding cache memory 
(See col. 5, lines 16-29 ), said cache manager being configured to execute a programmable 
script, said script being configured for detecting the occurrence of a triggering event (See page 8 
paragraph [0074]), and in response to detection of said triggering event, causing said cache- 
manager to request and update of said content said cache memory (See page col. 5, lines 49-65 
and col. 6, lines 1-42). 
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c. As. per claims 2 and 20, Scherr et al teaches generating a web-page incorporating said 
updated portion therein and serving said web-page to a user (See col, 6. tines 5-42), 

d. As per claims 3 and 2 1 , Scherr et al teaches wherein implementing said programmable 
rule comprises interpreting a script containing instructions for defining a rule (See col. 3. lines 
54-65). 

e. As per claims 4 and 22, Scherr et al fails to teach wherein detecting said triggering event 
comprises detecting an elapsed time defined by said programmable rule (See col. 6. lines 5-23) 

f. As per claims 5 and 23, Scherr et al teaches wherein detecting said triggering event 
comprises detecting the receipt of an updated portion of said web-page (See col. 3, lines 50-65). 

g. As per claims 8 and 26, Scherr et al teaches wherein causing said particular cache-server 
to request an update comprises establishing communication with an origin server and causing 
said particular cache server to request said update therefrom, and receiving an updated portion 
comprises receiving said updated portion from said origin server (See col. 8. lines 44-47) 

h. As per claim 9. Scherr et al teaches wherein comprising a cache memory element 
separate from said origin server (See col. 5 and figure la) 
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i. As per claim 1 0, Scherr et al teaches comprising a cache memory element at said origin 
server (See col. 5 and figure la). 

j. As per claims 11, 14 and 27, Scherr et al teaches the claimed invention as described 
above. Furthermore, Scherr et al teaches wherein collecting access-data indicative of how 
frequently said web-page is requested (See col., 3, lines 54-60 and col. 5, lines 49-60). 

k. As per claim 12 and 28, Scherr et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Scherr et al teaches managing the content of caches in said cache servers in 
response to said access-data (See col. 3,. lines 54-60 and cob 5, lines 49-60) 

1. As per claim 1 5, Scherr et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Scherr et al teaches wherein said usage-monitor provides said access data to said 
programmable script, and said programmable script alters said content of said cache memory in 
response to said access-data (See col. 5, lines 49-60). 

m. As per claim 16, Scherr et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Scherr et al teaches a communication path between said programmable script and 
an administrator process, said communication path enabling said programmable script to receive 
instructions from said administrator process (See col. 5, lines 62-63). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior an a/e 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



7. .Claims 6 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,799248 to Scherr et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,933837 to Kung. 

a. As per claims 6 and 24. Scherr et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However. Scherr et al fails to teach wherein requesting an updated portion of said web-page 
comprises formulating a database query to be carried out by a database engine. 

Kung teaches an apparatus and method for maintaining integrated data consistency across 
multiple databases. Furthermore, Kung teaches wherein requesting an updated portion of said 
web-page comprises formulating a database query to be carried out by a database engine (See 
col. 2, lines 39-64). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Kung in the claimed invention of Scherr et al in order to 
accurately and promptly synchronizes heterogeneous databases in a network (See col. 2. lines 
30-32). 
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8. Claims 7, 17 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6, 799248 to Scherr et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 5870559 to Leshem et al. 

a. As per claims 7, 17 and 25, Scherr et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Scherr et al fails to teach wherein said web-page comprises, in addition to said updated 
portion, a plurality of constituent portions and said method further comprises providing an 
assembly script containing instructions for assembling said constituent portions and said updated 
portion into said web-page. 

Leshem et al teaches wherein said web-page comprises, in addition to said updated 
portion, a plurality of constituent portions and said method further comprises pro viding an 
assembly script containing instructions for assembling said constituent portions and said updated 
portion into said web-page (col. 3, lines 30-63). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate the teaching of Leshem et al in the claimed invention of Scherr et al in 
order to facilitate the management and analysis of WWW sites and other types of database 
systems which utilize hyperlinks to facilitate user navigation (See col. 1, lines 2.1-25). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DJENANE M. BAYARD whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3878. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday 5:30 AM- 3:00 PM.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor ; Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-83.00. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Djenane Bayard 
Patent Examiner 




